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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/7/07 
has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 7 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: There is 
no antecedent baisis for "the shield electrode" in these two claims, it seems these 
claims should depend from claim 23. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 3-7, 1 0-1 9, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Matsushita (JP7-60185, disclosed in IDS). 
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In regard to claim 22, Matsushita discloses a capacitance detecting proximity 
sensor that electrostatically detects when a detection subject has come into proximity 
within a difference threshold (paragraph 4, of the translation disclosed), 

wherein the sensor structure houses a first detection electrode and a second 
detection electrode are attached to a part that the detection subject comes into 
proximity (see figure 2, electrodes 1 and 3 are attached or are part of seat 30 or at least 
attached to detect, wherein both of these the person being sensed (detection subject) 
comes into proximity/near) and are mutually electrically independent (figure 2, 
electrodes are elements 1 and 3), 

the environment in which the first detection electrode and the second detection 
electrode are disposed in the sensor structure is differentiated and configured so that 
when the detection subject is present in the vicinity of the difference threshold, the 
electrostatic environmental condition between the detection subject and the first 
detection electrode and the electrostatic environmental condition between the same 
detection subject and the second detection electrode are different (paragraph 5), 

and the sensor circuit detects and outputs the difference between a capacitance 
to ground formed by the first detection electrode and a capacitance to ground formed by 
the second detection electrode (paragraph 5 and paragraph 16 with figure 1). 

In regard to claim 23, Matsushita discloses all that is disclosed above in claim 22, 

and 

wherein a shield electrode is disposed in the sensor structure so as to surround 
another portion of the difference threshold vicinity excluding a front side portion of the 
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difference threshold vicinity facing the detection subject, and the first detection electrode 
and the second detection electrode are electrostatically shielded by the shield electrode 
excluding the front direction (paragraph 6 and also figure 5b; see also figure 2, to see 
wherein in relation the detection electrode 1 is in relation to reference electrode 3; so 
that the shield shown in figure 5b would also provide at least some shielding to 
reference electrode from the side direction). 

In regard to claims 3 and 13, Matsushita discloses wherein the environment in 
which the first detection electrode and the second detection electrode are disposed in 
the sensor structure is differentiated so that the spatial distance between the detection 
subject in the vicinity of the difference threshold and the first detection electrode and the 
spatial distance between the same detection subject and the second detection electrode 
are different (figure 2, the distance between subject X and electrode (element 1) is 
different then the distance between subject X and electrode (element 3)). 

In regard to claims 4 and 14, Matsushita discloses wherein the dielectric 
constants of a first dielectric disposed at the front side of the first detection electrode 
facing the detection subject and a second dielectric disposed at the front side of the 
second detection electrode facing the detection subject are made different, whereby the 
environment in which the first detection electrode and the second detection electrode 
are disposed in the sensor structure is differentiated (paragraph 17, second and third 
sentences). 

In regard to claims 5 and 15, Matsushita discloses wherein the second detection 
electrode is disposed opposite from the front side of the first detection electrode facing 
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the detection subject so that the second detection electrode is hidden from the 
difference threshold vicinity at a rear portion of the first detection electrode (figure 2, first 
detection electrode (element 1 ) is at a front side compared to the second electrode for 
detection (element 3)), whereby the environment in which the first detection electrode 
and the second detection electrode are disposed in the sensor structure is differentiated 
(paragraph 17, second and third sentences). 

In regard to claims 6 and 16-19, Matsushita discloses wherein the first detection 
electrode, the second detection electrode and the sensor structure are configured in 
band-like shapes (see figures 5a and figure 2). 

In regard to claim 7, Matsushita discloses wherein the shield electrode is formed 
in a rail shape having a substantially U-shaped cross section, with the first detection 
electrode and the second detection electrode being housed inside the U-shaped groove 
(figure 5b, wherein the U-shaped electrode is element 4). 

In regard to claim 10, Matsushita discloses wherein the first detection electrode 
and the second detection electrode are divided (see figures 1 and 2), with the shield 
electrode individually surrounding the divided electrodes (paragraph 6 and figure 5a and 
b). 

In regard to claim 1 1 , Matsushita discloses wherein the sensor circuit includes a 
first capacitance detection circuit that measures the capacitance to ground of the first 
detection electrode, a second capacitance detection circuit that measures the 
capacitance to ground of the second detection electrode, and a difference detection 
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circuit tliat outputs the difference between the measured outputs of these two 
capacitance detection circuits (paragraph 16 and figure 1). 

In regard to claim 12, Matsushita discloses wherein the first and second 
capacitance detection circuits are switched capacitor-type capacitance detection circuits 
(paragraph 16, "electrostatic capacity"). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsushita (JP7-60185) in view of Melnick (331 1696). 

Matsushita discloses a U-shaped shield electrode (figure 5b, element 4). 
Matsushita lacks specifically wherein metal foil is disclosed on the outer side of 
the electrode. 

Melnick discloses metal foil disposed on an electrode surface (col 5 line 16-23). 
It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made for Matsushita to include metal foil on the outside of the u-shaped 
electrode as taught by Melnick in order to provide shielding to the u-shaped electrode 
(col 5 line 16-18). 
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7. Claims 9 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsushita (JP7-60185) in view of Schoefthaler et al. (6215318). 

In regard to claims 9 and 20, Matsushita lacks wherein the first and second 
electrodes are formed in a comb shape having teeth and disposed wherein the comb 
like teeth mesh together. 

Schoefthaler et al. discloses a sensor having electrode combs (col 2 line 50-54) 
wherein the comb like teeth mesh together (seen in figures 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for Matsushita to include comb like filters wherein the teeth meshed 
together as taught by Schoefthaler et al. in order to produce a motion dependent 
change in capacitance (col 2 line 52-54). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed Mil 107 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In regard to claim 22, applicant has argued that Matsushita does not have 
wherein "the two electrodes are attached to a part with which the detection subject 
comes into proximity", the examiner must interpret this in the broadest reasonable 
interpretation. Proximity is not a specific term and it only means coming close/near. In 
the case of Matsushita the electrodes are underneath or part of the seat which the 
person comes into contact with, also you can say in figure 3 elements 1 , 2, and 3 make 
up the detector which the person comes near to and therefore is in proximity to the 
whole device. 
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As to claim 23, the applicant admits that element 1 has a shield electrode, but is 
stating that both electrodes 1 and 3 in Matsushita do not have a shield electrode. 
Figure 5b sows specifically the shield electrode-4 shielding detection electrode 1 . In 
looking at figure 1 , the two electrodes 1 and 3 are lined up very close together, and the 
shielding electrode when shielding electrode 1, would also broadly be shielding at the 
very least the left side of electrode 3. 

Because claims 22 and 23 are properly rejected dependant claims 3-20 remain 
rejected. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFF NATALINI whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2266. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on 571-272-2168. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jeff Natal in 1/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2858 



/ANDREW H HIRSHFELD/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2858 



